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PER CURIAM:

William Vance Helms, Jr., appeals his conviction and

sentence for possession of cocaine with intent to distribute, in

violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) (2000), and use and carry of a

firearm in connection with a drug trafficking offense, in violation

of 18 U.S.C. § 924(c) (2000).

Helms contends that the evidence was insufficient to

establish that he knowingly possessed crack cocaine.  Helms also

contends that the amount of cocaine he purchased was for personal

use, and thus the evidence was insufficient to prove that he

possessed it with intent to distribute.  Finally, Helms asserts

that should this court invalidate the predicate drug trafficking

charge, the corresponding firearm charge should also be overturned.

The verdict of a jury must be sustained if there is

substantial evidence, taking the view most favorable to the

government, to support it.  Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60,

80 (1942).  “[S]ubstantial evidence is evidence that a reasonable

finder of fact could accept as adequate and sufficient to support

a conclusion of a defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.”

United States v. Burgos, 94 F.3d 849, 862 (4th Cir. 1996) (en

banc).  In evaluating the sufficiency of the evidence, this court

does not review the credibility of witnesses and assumes the jury

resolved all contradictions in the testimony for the government.

United States v. Sun, 278 F.3d 302, 313 (4th Cir. 2002).  Viewing
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the evidence in a light most favorable to the Government, and

resolving all contradictions in favor of the Government, we

conclude that the evidence is sufficient to support the jury’s

finding that Helms in fact possessed crack cocaine with the intent

to distribute.  Glasser, 315 U.S. at 80; Sun, 278 F.3d at 313;

United States v. Fisher, 912 F.2d 728, 730 (4th Cir. 1990).

Accordingly, there is no basis upon which to invalidate the firearm

conviction.  See also United States v. Carter, 300 F.3d 415 (4th

Cir. 2002) (holding that a conviction for the predicate drug

offense was not required to sustain a conviction for the firearm

count).

Accordingly, we affirm Helms’ sentence and conviction.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED


